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the two powers; and in 1798 a Spanish force attacked
the English settlements, but was defeated and driven off
Thus a right analogous to the right of conquest was
established on behalf of Great Britain; and as, neither in
the treaty of Amiens nor in any subsequent treaty, are
there to be found stipulations for the retrocession of
Belise to Spain, it is clear that the statesmen of Madrid
have- tacitly  renounced  all   claim  on   the   district   in
question.    When the revolutions of the early years of
the present century established the independence of the
transatlantic colonies of Spain, they succeeded, of course,
to the territorial rights of the mother country, but to no
greater rights.   The Spanish dominion over Belise having
vanished before the revolution owing to the fortunes of
war, it is plain that the Republic of Guatemala never
had any rights of sovereignty in that territory.    It had,
however, a reasonable claim for a definite frontier; and
the treaty of 1859 was negotiated for the purpose of
fixing a boundary satisfactory to both  parties.    The
question at issue was not  the existence   of sovereign
rights on the part of Great Britain, but the extent of
territory over which  they   could   be   exercised.    The
Spanish   sovereignty, which  Mr  Frelmghuysen   disin-
terred for the purpose of shewing that Great Britain has
violated the Clayton-Bulwer Treaty, was destroyed in
1798, fifty-two years before the treaty was signed !   And
even if his allegation, that we have since 1850 changed a
settlement under Spanish-American sovereignty into a
colony under the sovereignty of the Queen, were true,
American  diplomatists would  have  no   right  to  take
advantage of the alteration; for the United States have
themselves adopted the new phraseology on which this
portentous charge is based,    Mr Frelinghuysen declares